
 

6. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
 

6.1 SCOPING AND DRAFT EIS. 
A scoping letter and Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement was published in the Federal Register on October 29, 1999.  In addition, the 
NOI was mailed to interested and affected parties by letter dated September 30, 1999.  
A copy of the letter and NOI are included in Appendix C.   

6.2 AGENCY COORDINATION. 
Coordination with relevant Federal, State, and local agencies is being conducted by 
Broward County.  Copies of relevant correspondence are included in Appendix C.  The 
DEIS and/or Notice of Availability was circulated to Federal, State, and local agencies 
including the public and special interest groups.  Recipients are listed in Section 6.3. 

6.3 LIST OF STATEMENT RECIPIENTS 
 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR 
FEMA INSURANCE & MITIGATION DIV 
3003 CHAMBLEE-TUCKER ROAD 
ATLANTA  GA  30341 
 
 
 

CHIEF, SOUTH FLORIDA OFFICE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
400 N. CONGRESS AVE. (SU120) 
WEST PALM BEACH, FLORIDA  33401 

 
 

US DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
THE NATURAL RESOURCES 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 
1001 E BAKER STREET SUITE 403 
PLANT CITY FL  33566 

 

REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL OFFICER 
HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
ROOM 600-C  
75 SPRING STREET SW 
ATLANTA GA  30303-3309 
 

COMMANDER (OAN) 
SEVENTH COAST GUARD DISTRICT 
909 SE 1ST AVENUE 
BRICKNELL PLAZA FEDERAL BLDG 
MIAMI FL  33131-3050 
 

MS DONNA WIETING 
US DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
HCHB SP ROOM 6117 
14TH & CONSTITUTION AVENUE, NW 
WASHINGTON  DC  20230 

 
 

J.I. PALMER, JR. 
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 
US EPA REGION 4 
61 FORSYTH STREET, SW 
ATLANTA, GA  30303 

SAM HAMILTON 
REGIONAL DIRECTOR 
US FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
1875 CENTURY BOULEVARD 
ATLANTA GA  30345 
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SOUTHERN REGION FORESTER 
US FOREST SERVICE 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
1720 PEACHTREE ROAD NW 
ATLANTA GA  30309-2405 
 
 

 
DAVID H. RACKLEY 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
219 FORT JOHNSON ROAD 
CHARLESTON, SC  29412-9110 

 
 

JAY SLACK 
FIELD SUPERVISOR 
U S FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
P O BOX 2676 
VERO BEACH FL  32961-2676 
 
 

 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT BR 
3500 DELWOOD BEACH ROAD 
PANAMA CITY FL  32407-7499 
 

FLA DEPT OF ENV PROTECTION 
BUREAU OF SURVEY & MAPPING 
DIVISION OF STATE LANDS 
MAIL STATION 105 
3900 COMMON WEALTH BLVD 
TALLAHASSEE  FL  32399-3000 
 

 
MS. GEORGIA CRANMORE 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
CHIEF, PROTECTED RESOURCES DIVISION 
9721 EXECUTIVE CENTER DRIVE 
ST PETERSBURG FL  33702 

 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OFFICE OF ENV. POLICY AND 
COMPLIANCE 
1849 “C” ST., NW – RM. 2340 
WASHINGTON, DC 20240 
 

 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS 
2555 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD 
TALLAHASSEE FL  32399-2100 
 

DR. ROY CRABTREE 
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR 
NATIONAL  MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
SOUTHEAST REGIONAL OFFICE 
9721 EXECUTIVE CENTER DRIVE NORTH 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA  33702 

 
 
 

DR. JANET SNYDER MATTHEWS 
DIV OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES 
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFF 
500 S. BRONOUGH STREET 
TALLAHASSEE FL  32399-0250 
 
 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
SOUTH FLORIDA WATER MGMT DIST 
3301 GUN CLUB ROAD 
WEST PALM BEACH  FL  33416 
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HONORABLE BILL NELSON 
UNITED STATES SENATOR 
225 EAST ROBINSON STREET, SUITE 410 
ORLANDO, FL  32301 

HONORABLE BOB GRAHAM 
UNITED STATES SENATOR 
150 SE 2ND AVENUE SUITE 1025 
MIAMI, FL  33131 

 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE PORTER GOSS 
108 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BLDG. 
WASHINGTON, DC  20515 

 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE E. CLAY SHAW 
SUITE 101 
1512 E. BROWARD BLVD 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301-1993 

 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE PETER DEUTSCH 
10100 PINES BLVD 
PEMBROKE PINES, FL  33026 

 
U.S. REPRESENTATIVE ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
SUITE 200 
2701 OAKLAND PARK BLVD 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33311 

 
FL SENATOR JEFF ATWATER 
10337 NORTH MILITARY TRAIL 
PALM BEACH GARDENS, FL  33410 
 

FL SENATOR STEVEN A. GELLER 
DISTRICT 29 
400 S. FEDERAL HWY 
SUITE 204 
HALLANDALE, FL  33009 

FL REPRESENTATIVE CONNIE MACK 
2601 EAST OAKLAND PARK BLVD 
#204 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33306-1612 

 
FL REPRESENTATIVE TIM RYAN 
DISTRICT 99 
P.O. BOX 36 
DANIA BEACH, FL  33004-0036 

 
FL REPRESENTATIVE ELEANOR SOBEL 
DISTRICT 100 
PARK SHERIDAN PLAZA-WEST 
3365 SHERIDAN STREET 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33021-3606 

 
JOHN E. RODSTROM 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 7 
BROWARD CO. GOVERNMENTAL CENTER,  
115 S. ANDREWS AVENUE, ROOM 421 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 
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MAYOR 
TOWN OF GOLDEN BEACH 
ONE GOLDEN BEACH DRIVE 
GOLDEN BEACH, FL  33160 

 
TOWN MANAGER 
TOWN OF GOLDEN BEACH 
TOWN HALL, ONE GOLDEN BEACH DR. 
GOLDEN BEACH, FL  33160 

 
SUZANNE GUNZBURGER 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT 6 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 S. ANDREWS AVENUE, ROOM 421 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
KRISTIN JACOBS, 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT 2 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 S. ANDREWS AVENUE, ROOM 421 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
KAY MCGINN, MAYOR  
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
LAMAR FISHER, VICE MAYOR 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
C. WILLIAM HARGETT, JR., CITY MANAGER 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 1 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 3 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 4 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
100 WEST ATLANTIC BLVD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 
 
 

 
CITY OF POMPANO BEACH 
PARKS AND RECREATION DIRECTOR 
1801 NE 6TH STREET 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33060 

 
LARRY DEETJEN 
CITY MANAGER, DEERFIELD BEACH 
150 N.E. 2ND AVENUE 
DEERFIELD BEACH, FL 33441 
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ALBERT R. CAPELLINI, MAYOR 
CITY OF DEERFIELD BEACH 
150 N.E. 2ND AVENUE 
DEERFIELD BEACH, FL  33441 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 2 
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 3 
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 4 
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
FT. LAUDERDALE CHAMBER OF 
COMMERCE 
512 NE 3RD AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
JIM NAUGLE, MAYOR  
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 1 
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
FLOYD JOHNSON, CITY MANAGER 
CITY OF FT. LAUDERDALE 
100 N. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
DANIA BEACH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
P.O. BOX 1017 
DANIA BEACH, FL  33004 

 
MARA GIULIANTI, MAYOR 
HOLLYWOOD CITY HALL 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 1 
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 2  
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

218 



 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 3  
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 4 
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 5  
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 6  
CITY OF HOLLYWOOD 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
CAMERON BENSON, CITY MANAGER 
HOLLYWOOD CITY HALL 
2600 HOLLYWOOD BLVD, RM 219 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33020 

 
JOY COOPER, MAYOR 
CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH 
400 S. FEDERAL HWY 
HALLANDALE, FL  33009 

 
WILLIAM JULIAN, VICE MAYOR 
CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH 
400 S. FEDERAL HWY 
HALLANDALE, 33009 

 
MIKE GOOD, CITY MANAGER 
CITY OF HALLANDALE BEACH 
400 S. FEDERAL HWY 
HALLANDALE, FL  33009 

 
ROBERT ANTON, MAYOR 
CITY OF DANIA BEACH 
100 W. DANIA BEACH BLVD 
DANIA BEACH, FL  33004 
 

 
VICE MAYOR 
CITY OF DANIA BEACH 
100 W. DANIA BEACH BLVD 
DANIA BEACH, FL  33004 

 
IVAN PATO, CITY MANAGER 
CITY OF DANIA BEACH 
100 W. DANIA BEACH BLVD 
DANIA BEACH, FL  33004 

 
SID LEVY, MANAGER 
JOHN U. LLOYD BEACH STATE PARK 
6503 N. OCEAN DRIVE 
DANIA, FL  33004 
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MAYOR 
TOWN OF LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SEA 
4501 OCEAN DRIVE 
LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SEA, FL  33308 

 
VICE MAYOR 
TOWN OF LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SEA 
4501 OCEAN DRIVE 
LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SEA, FL  33308 

 
ROBERT BALDWIN, TOWN MANAGER 
TOWN OF LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SEA 
4501 OCEAN DRIVE 
LAUDERDALE-BY-THE-SA, FL  33308 

 
DIRECTOR, BROWARD COUNTY DEPT OF 
PLANNING & ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
218 SOUTHWEST FIRST AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

FLORIDA DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION 
3400 WEST COMMERCIAL BLVD 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33909 

BROWARD COUNTY DEPT OF  
PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION 
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES DIVISION 
218 SOUTHWEST FIRST AVENUE 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

BROWARD COUNTY WATER 
MANAGEMENT DIVISION 
2555 WEST COPANS ROAD 
POMPANO BEACH, FL  33069 

BROWARD COUNTY PLANNING COUNCIL 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVENUE 
ROOM 307 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

ANDREW SCHOCK, DIRECTOR 
NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION 
1330 W. PEACHTREE STREET 
SUITE 475 
ATLANTA, GA  30309 

DR. KEN LINDEMAN 
14630 SW 144th TERRACE 
MIAMI, FLORIDA  33186 

 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
FLA SHORE & BEACH PRESERV. ASSOC. 
2952 WELLINGTON CIRCLE 
TALLAHASSEE, FL  32308 

 
CRY OF THE WATER, INC. 
P.O. BOX 8143 
CORAL SPRINGS, FL  33075 
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K.LYNN ENTERPRISES 
P.O. BOX 61492 
FT. MYERS, FLORIDA  33906 

REEFKEEPER INTERNATIONAL 
P.O. BOX 1316 
MIDDLETOWN, MD  21769 

FLORIDA DEPT OF ENV PROTECTION 
SOUTH EAST DISTRICT 
P.O. BOX 15425 
WEST PALM BEACH, FL  33416-5425 

MICHAEL SOLE, CHIEF 
BUREAU OF BEACHES & WETLAND RESOURCES 
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
3900 COMMONWEALTH BLVD, M.S. 300 
TALLAHASSEE, FL  32399-3000 

FLORIDA FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSV COMM 
OFFICE OF ENV SERVICES 
PROTECTED SPECIES MANAGEMENT 
620 SOUTH MERIDIAN STREET 
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-6000 

FLORIDA FISH AND WILDLIFE CONSV COMM 
FLORIDA MARINE RESEARCH INSTITUTE 
DIVISION OF MARINE RESOURCES 
100 EIGHTH AVENUE SE 
ST. PETERSBURG, FLORIDA  33701-5095 

SAVE THE MANATEE CLUB 
500 N. MAITLAND AVE. 
MAITLAND, FLORIDA  32751 

DR. MARK KRAUS 
AUDUBON OF FLORIDA 
444 BRICKELL AVE., SUITE 850 
MIAMI, FL 33131 

MS. HARRIET BUCHBINDER 
BROWARD COUNTY MAIN LIBRARY 
100 S. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FLORIDA 33301 
 
 
 

JOSE FUENTES 
SOUTH FL WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT 
201 S. ANDREWS AVENUE 
FT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

MS. BRENDA LEE CHALIFOUR, ESQ. 
2001 S. SURF ROAD, 4B 
HOLLYWOOD, FL  33019 

ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY SECTION 
EPA REGION IV 
61 FORSYTH STREET 
ATLANTA, GA 30303-3104 
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JOSEPHUS EGGELLETION, JR. 
COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT 9 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVENUE, ROOM 413 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
DR. BEN GRABER 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT 3 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVE., ROOM 413 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
JAMES SCOTT 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT 4 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVE., ROOM 421 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
LORI NANCE PARRISH 
COMMISSIONER DISTRICT 5 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVE., ROOM 416 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
DIANA WASSERMAN-RUBIN 
MAYOR 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVE., ROOM 413 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
ILENE LIEBERMAN 
VICE-MAYOR 
BROWARD COUNTY COMMISSION 
115 SOUTH ANDREWS AVE., ROOM 414 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33301 

 
NICKI E. GROSSMAN, PRESIDENT 
GREATER FT. LAUDERDALE CONVENTION & 
VISITORS BUREAU 
1850 ELLER DRIVE, SUITE 303 
FT. LAUDERDALE, FL  33316 

 
JOCELYN KARAZSIA 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
11420 NORTH KENDALL DRIVE, SUITE 103 
MIAMI, FL  33176 

 
HOWARD S. SUSSMAN, MAYOR 
1210 HILLSBORO MILE 
TOWN OF HILLSBORO BEACH 
HILLSBORO BEACH, FL  33062 

 
 

 
DAVID L. DENMAN, TOWN CLERK 
TOWN OF HILLSBORO BEACH 
1210 HILLSBORO MILE 
HILLSBORO BEACH, FL  33062 

 
DIRECTOR 
PORT EVERGLADES DEPARTMENT 
1850 ELLER DRIVE 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33316-4201 

 
DIRECTOR, CONSTRUCTION MGMT. DIV. 
PORT EVERGLADES DEPARTMENT 
1850 ELLER DRIVE 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33316 

 
DIRECTOR, OPERATIONS DIVISION 
PORT EVERGLADES DEPARTMENT 
1850 ELLER DRIVE 
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL  33316 
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6.4 COMMENTS RECEIVED AND RESPONSE 
The DEIS and/or Notice of Availability was circulated to Federal, State, and local 
agencies, interest groups, and individuals for review and comment.  The 
correspondence section of this document includes copies of comments by 
various federal, state, interest groups, and individuals (Appendix C).  Letters of 
comment on the Draft EIS were received from the National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), United States Department of the Interior, United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Florida Fish & Wildlife Conservation 
Commission (FWCC), Broward Soil and Water Conservation District, South 
Florida Regional Planning Council, Reefkeeper International, Save Our 
Shoreline, Inc., Environmental Defense, Sierra Club-Miami Group, Global Coral 
Reef Alliance, Greater Fort Lauderdale Dive Association, Public Employees for 
Environmental Responsibility (PEER), Cry of the Water, as well as from several 
individuals, including a petition circulated by Cry of the Water containing 
approximately 500 signatures.  The cities of Hollywood and Fort Lauderdale, the 
Hollywood Beach Business Association, and the Westin Diplomat Resort and 
Spa submitted letters in support of the proposed project.  Approximately 350 
individuals submitted letters in support of implementation of the Fort Lauderdale 
segment (Segment II) of the proposed project, including a petition of 25 
signatures, and approximately 100 residents of Hollywood submitted a petition in 
support of the Hollywood section of the project (Segment III).  Pertinent 
comments with responses are listed below. 

 
6.4.1 Federal Agency Comments 

 
6.4.1.1 U.S. Department of the Interior letter dated May 9, 2002 

 
Comment:  The full scope of biological monitoring should be incorporated into 
one section for ease of review.   
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Response:  Section 4.34 Environmental Commitments of the EIS has been 
revised to include all aspects of the proposed monitoring in one section, and 
all monitoring plan details are now provided in the EIS appendices.   

 
Comment:  All components of the biological monitoring program outlined in 
the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Report and Biological Opinion should 
be addressed and incorporated into one section.   

 
Response:  Development of the biological monitoring program has been 
coordinated with the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  The monitoring program 
outlined in the Coordination Act Report and Biological Opinion has been 
incorporated into the proposed biological monitoring program with minor 
modifications as agreed to by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service during 
agency review of the DEIS and the federal / state permit application process.  
Section 4.34 Environmental Commitments of the EIS has been revised to 
include all aspects of the proposed monitoring in one section and all 
monitoring plan details are now provided in the EIS appendices. 

 
6.4.1.2 National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) letter dated June 3, 
2002.  Note:  Broward County’s responses to the June 3, 2002 NMFS 
comments were submitted to the USACE on October 17, 2002. 

 
Comment:  In a letter a letter dated June 26, 2000 which contains comments 
on the Public Notice for the Department of the Army Permit Application, 
NMFS recommended that surveys be conducted of the proposed borrow sites 
and of the adjacent reef resources.  NMFS also recommended that a 500-foot 
buffer zone be maintained between the borrow areas and adjacent reef; that 
borrow area boundaries be straightened; that plans should be developed 
which avoided or minimized the potential for damage to benthic habitats from 
mechanical operations, siltation, turbidity, and burial by sediment; and that a 
plan be developed and implemented to fully compensate for unavoidable 
impacts to hardbottom, coral, and other sensitive habitats. 

 
Response:  The NMFS letter dated June 3, 2002 acknowledged the County’s 
efforts to avoid and minimize impacts to EFH and other NMFS-trust 
resources.  Detailed and comprehensive surveys were conducted of the 
interior of the borrow sites and of the reef resources adjacent to the reefs, 
leading to elimination of two borrow sites and modifications to four others.  
These modifications resulted in maximizing the buffers between the borrow 
areas and adjacent reefs, and in providing assurance to NMFS  

224 



 

that the most sensitive resources would be protected by he largest buffers.  
As noted in the June 3, 2002 NMFS letter, “Generally, the hardbottom 
communities located seaward of the borrow areas (i.e. eastern boundaries) 
contain higher relief structure and higher percentage of hard and soft coral 
that the hardbottom communities located landward of the borrow areas.  The 
average buffer distance to the western boundaries of the five proposed 
borrow areas are: 357 feet for Borrow Area 1; 285 feet for Borrow Area 2; 375 
feet for Borrow Area 3; 361 feet for Borrow Area 4; and 235 feet for Borrow 
Area 6.  The average buffer distance for the eastern boundaries of the five 
proposed borrow areas are: 513 feet for Borrow Area 1; 718 feet for Borrow 
Area 2; 671 feet for Borrow Area 3; 512 feet for Borrow Area 4; and 680 feet 
for Borrow Area 6.”  In the letter, NMFS did not object to the proposed buffers. 

 
Comment:  In the June 3, 2002 letter, NMFS expressed concerns over the 
monitoring plans proposed for the offshore and nearshore resources.  It was 
noted that in order to protect the resources adjacent to the borrow areas and 
the beach fill areas, monitoring should be as close to “real-time” as possible, 
with daily visits to reefs around borrow areas that are being utilized.  Also, 
NMFS recommended that physiological stress indicators be noted in addition 
to the sedimentation measurements that were proposed and that triggers be 
incorporated to halt or modify the dredging and beach fill placement if certain 
thresholds are exceeded.  Further, it was recommended that nearshore 
hardbottom edge mapping be conducted at intervals adequate to determine 
the actual extent of migration of the toe of fill. 

 
Response:  NMFS noted in the letter that consultations with the agency would 
be welcome in addressing these concerns and in developing acceptable 
monitoring plans.  The County took advantage of this offer and conducted 
numerous joint agency meetings and conference calls, included appropriate 
State agencies as well as NMFS, the USACE, the Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and EPA.  These consultations have resulted in the production of an offshore 
construction and monitoring plan which incorporates the elements 
recommended by the agencies: i.e. a dredging plan which rotates use of the 
borrow sites, reducing pressure on the nearby resources; seven-day-per-
week monitoring of numerous stations around the borrow sites, in sequences 
consistent wit the dredging plan; and inclusion of sedimentation accumulation 
measurements, biological stress observations, and tissue examinations of 
certain hard coral species if levels of sedimentation stress warrants.  In 
addition, triggers are incorporated that halt dredging in applicable borrow 
areas if sedimentation  
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and/or stress levels reach specified thresholds.  Nearshore hardbottom 
monitoring protocols have also been developed and refined to address 
concerns of NMFS and the other agencies.  The plan now includes baseline 
establishment of additional monitoring stations, during-construction, and post-
construction examination of sediment accumulation and stress indicators on 
the nearshore hardbottom communities, and triggers which halt and/or modify 
filling operations if specified thresholds are exceeded.  Additionally, 
hardbottom edge mapping will now be carried out consistent with agency 
wishes. 

 
Comment:  The proposed mitigation plan was also a source of concern for 
NMFS.  The agency’s June 3, 2002 letter recommended incorporation of an 
analysis of temporal losses in habitat value by application of the Habitat 
Equivalency Analysis (HEA) and that corals of significant size should be 
relocated from the impact areas to the mitigation substrate. 

 
Response:  In consultation with NMFS and the other agencies, the mitigation 
plan was modified and refined.  HEA was run for various scenarios, and the 
transplanting of between 1,000 and 2,000 corals of a size 15 cm or greater 
from the impact area to the mitigation will now be accomplished.  Application 
of the HEA and inclusion of coral transplanting resulted in a calculated 
quantity of mitigation which slightly exceeds the predicted acreage of impacts 
to hardbottom, an outcome which now satisfies state regulatory, and federal 
resource protection agencies, including NMFS. 

 
Comment:  The NMFS letter of June 3, 2002 reflected dissatisfaction with the 
Cumulative Impacts section of the DEIS.  The letter recommended that 
additional beach nourishment projects be incorporated in the analysis to 
better assess all potential and known significant impacts.  The agency noted 
that a more thorough examination of the impacts on the nearshore 
hardbottom habitats, offshore reefs, fishery resources, and macro-
invertebrate communities from previous projects in the area is needed, and 
also recommended that a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement 
should be prepared for the east coast of Florida. 

 
Response: The Cumulative Impact Assessment section of the DEIS is being 
supplemented by inclusion of additional projects in the analysis.  The FEIS 
includes a broader look at the impacts from past projects on nearshore and 
offshore hardbottom and reefs and on the benthic invertebrate habitats.  The 
analysis will also provide more details regarding the suitability of the proposed 
mitigation as compensation for impacts to fish habitats. 
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Preparation of a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the east 
coast of Florida is beyond the purview of Broward County; however, we 
understand that a Regional Environmental Impact Statement for beach 
nourishment activities in several southeastern Florida counties is being 
implemented by the USACE.  It is expected that data and analyses from 
Broward County’s EIS will be of value to that effort, and the County will be 
happy to assist in any way possible. 

 
Comment:  NMFS has pointed our that Broward County’s economic analysis 
of the benefits and costs of the project does not incorporate data generated 
by a recent multi-agency study on the socioeconomic value of regional reef 
resources.  NMFS speculates that consideration of the loss of use of 
nearshore hardbottom habitat until the mitigation achieves full value may 
result in significant economic losses, influencing the benefit/cost ratio which is 
used to justify the project. 

 
Response:  In the General Reevaluation Report (GRR) for the project, 
National Economic Development benefits of various project alternatives are 
examined.  The selected alternative is the one which maximizes the NED 
benefits relative to project costs in accordance with USACE Principles and 
Guidelines.  In general, primary benefits are those associated with storm 
damage reduction to upland properties, and costs are calculated based on 
expenses related to project design, engineering, monitoring, and construction.  
Secondary benefits in the form of certain recreational inputs may be 
considered but the project must initially be justified (net benefits exceed 
costs) based on primary benefits only.  The USACE Principles and Guidelines 
do not ordinarily consider loss of use of natural resources as project costs.  In 
any event, the GRR for the project was completed by the County prior to 
completion of the socioeconomic study of the reef resources.  
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the County has requested that the lead 
economists in the preparation of the socioeconomic study prepare an analysis 
of the costs of temporary loss of nearshore hardbottom due to the beach 
project, and to apply the results to the benefit/cost calculations.  The final 
report (Bell & Leeworthy, 2003) indicates that the benefit/cost ratio of the 
project is not significantly affected by consideration of the impacts of the 
project to the nearshore hardbottom.  In fact, according to the authors of the 
White Paper, the modified benefit/cost ratio is not less than 5 to 1.  The 
results of the White Paper (Bell & Leeworthy, 2003) are included in the FEIS. 

 
Comment:  NMFS expresses concern over the small amount of worm reef 
that will be impacted by the project, and wonders if the mitigation will offset 
the loss of this habitat. 

227 



 

 
Response:  The project proposes to cover 1.1 acres of wormrock which is 
located extremely close to shore in a particular location in Segment III.  It is 
noted that the area in which the wormrock exists has been the recipient of two 
prior beach nourishment projects in the past and that the wormrock has 
colonized scattered pieces of limestone rock over the last several years.  
County biological investigations associated with the proposed project have 
documented that this particular wormrock is deteriorating over time, and may 
not persist until project construction.  In any event, in Broward County 
wormrock frequently colonizes exposed hard substrate in shallow water, 
including pilings, seawalls, and even the odd concrete block or large rock.  
There is every reason to believe that wormrock will colonize significant areas 
of the proposed mitigation. 

 
Comment:  NMFS recommends that surveys of the areas impacted by the 
submerged sand delivery pipelines be surveyed both before deployment and 
after removal. 

 
Response:  Concur.  Survey of the pipeline corridors has been completed and 
the County will be on-site to provide exact routing of each pipeline 
deployment within the corridors to minimize the impacts of the pipeline to the 
resources.  The entire length of the pipeline will be visually inspected 
regularly during use and after removal, a detailed survey will be conducted to 
precisely document impacts. 

 
Comment:  NMFS concludes in the June 3, 2002 letter that the EFH section 
of the DEIS does not adequately address potential effects of this and other 
projects in southeast Florida.  Reference is made to the Cumulative Impact 
comments provided earlier in the letter. 

 
Response:  The EFH Assessment in the FEIS includes consideration of all 
additional data gathered in response to the NMFS comments and will 
incorporate the modified monitoring and mitigation plans, construction and 
operations plans, and updated cumulative impact analysis 

 
Comment:  NMFS concludes that the DEIS does not adequately address 
adverse impacts of the project, a conclusion that is based on the then-
inadequacy of the monitoring plans, the mitigation plan, and the cumulative 
effects assessment.  In the June 3, 2002 letter, the NMFS continues to 
recommend against issuance of a Department of the Army Permit and 
retained the option to elevate the matter pursuant to Part IV, paragraph 3(a) 
and 3(b) of their Clean Water Act 04(g) Memorandum of Agreement. 
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Response:  All issues of concern expressed in the NMFS letter have been 
addressed and the NMFS has agreed in a letter dated May 28, 2003 not to 
elevate the matter and to withdraw its objections to issuance of the 
Department of the Army Permit. 

 
6.4.1.3 U. S. Environmental Protection Agency letter dated May 22, 
2002 

 
Comment:  The final document should outline the consequences 
(societal/economic) to development/recreational interests when all practicable 
sources of sand within Segments II and III have been expended. 

 
Response:  Sufficient alternative sand sources are available to maintain the 
project into the future.  The identification and use of alternate sand sources 
and the societal/economic affect those sources will have on 
development/recreational interests can not be comprehensively evaluated 
until specific sources have been delineated and investigations conducted that 
evaluate the consequences of using one or more alternative sand sources in 
Broward County. 

 
Comment:  It was noted (pages 17 – 20, EIS) that the project is planned for 
construction in 2002, with renourishment necessary every 6 years.  The 
renourishment schedule for Segment III assumes that a sand bypass facility 
at Port Everglades would be available by 2008.  There needs to be more 
information in the final document that this facility will be on-line at/before that 
time.  The recommended plan for Segment II does not provide enough 
information to determine future sand resources for the project.  The final EIS 
needs to address this matter in more detail and incorporate the operation of 
sand bypassing stations at all Broward County inlets into an overall 
management plan.  As the matter now stands, this proposal only provides a 
short-term solution to the erosion being experienced along the Broward 
County shoreline.  This was highlighted by EPA staff in discussions with the 
applicant, i.e. it was emphasized that acceptable offshore borrow areas in 
Broward County are limited. 

 
Response:  Broward County is currently evaluating the feasibility of sand 
bypassing at Port Everglades as a separate project which will be proposed for 
implementation as an independent project.  Sand bypassing was evaluated 
during development of the Federal design document for the shore protection 
project as an alternative sand source for nourishment of beaches south of the 
Port, but was not selected as a federally authorized component of the shore 
protection project.  As noted in the EPA’s introductory letter, the quantity of 
material available from inlet sources is insufficient to address the long-term 
needs of the project and alternative sources of sand will be investigated as 
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the USACE and local sponsor move forward with future project development 
and planning. 
Comment:  Buffer zones will range from 200 – 400+ feet from the hardbottom 
communities (page 36, EIS).  In order to protect hardbottom reefs, EPA 
requests a minimum 400-foot buffer be established around all borrow areas. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 

 
Comment:  The hardbottom impacts (page 144, EIS) resulting from pipeline 
placement have been estimated at 90 square feet per corridor.  Mitigation for 
pipeline impacts should be addressed and incorporated into the project’s 
mitigation plan.  The pipelines will be surveyed weekly during operation to 
check for sand leakage.  As a result of our experience with similar projects in 
south Florida, we urge that this monitoring be conducted daily. 

 
Response:  Survey of the pipeline corridors has been completed and the 
County will be on-site to provide exact routing of each pipeline deployment 
within the corridors to minimize the impacts of the pipeline to the resources.  
The entire length of the pipeline will be visually inspected regularly during 
use, and after removal, a detailed survey will be conducted to precisely 
document impacts.  The Federal and state resource agencies have accepted 
Broward County’s proposal to provide mitigation for documented pipeline 
impacts after project construction. 

 
Comment:  In our comments to the April 26, 2000 public notice for permit 
application number 199905545, we made a number of observations about the 
rock and shell (greater than 1 inch diameter) which will be dredged from the 
borrow areas and disposed at two artificial reef areas.  Disposal of dredged 
material in the ocean requires a permit pursuant to the Marine Protection 
Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 and its implementing regulations (40 
CFR part 225) and must be evaluated by the Corps of Engineers and EPA in 
accordance with Criteria set for in 40 CFR part 227.  Additionally, selection of 
appropriate disposal areas must be conducted in accordance with 40 CFR 
part 228.  Although the regulations do not require a permit for the placement 
of materials for developing fisheries resources, the subject material does not 
appear to meet the pertinent criteria because of its size (1 inch).  “Guidelines 
for Marine Artificial Reef Materials” (Gulf States Marine Fisheries 
Commission, 1997), cite that “shell is small, light weight material and 
consequently would have a tendency to be silted over in moderate to high 
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energy situations…it is doubtful that shell would be of any value in offshore 
areas because the deeper water and currents would tend to scatter the shell 
over a wide area, offering little relief or continuous hard bottom habitat.” 

 
Response:  The material to be disposed of in the rock disposal areas is 
generally much greater than one inch in size as stated by EPA.  Broward 
County borrow sites have varying amounts of rubble material that will be 
separated during the dredging operation before the sand is transferred to the 
fill sites.  During previous projects, Broward County has effectively utilized this 
technique to provide deepwater habitat within their artificial reef easements.  
Investigations of the sites previously used by the County for rock and rubble 
disposal indicate that these areas have become productive marine habitats as 
a result of the material placement.  Additional coordination on the use of the 
selected rock disposal sites has not been identified by the USACE as a 
requirement for project implementation. 

 
6.4.2  State and Local Agency Comments 

 
6.4.2.1 Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission letter dated 
June 28, 2002. 

 
Comment:  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement does not consider the 
impact of the project on juvenile green turtles that utilize nearshore hard 
bottom habitats for foraging.  As the only primarily herbivorous sea turtle 
species, the distribution and abundance of green turtles is tied to the 
occurrence of their food, marine plants.  Loss of this important foraging area, 
and the attached plant species, could have significant negative impacts to the 
juvenile green turtle populations that occur here. 

 
Response:  Concur.  The FEIS has been revised to assess the impacts of the 
project on juvenile green sea turtles.  Broward County has developed an 
extensive macroalgal mitigation monitoring program that includes an 
assessment of algal recruitment with an emphasis upon replacement of 
preferred algal food species for sea turtles.  Monitoring stations will be 
established over segments of the mitigative artificial reef site located in 
closest proximity to FDEP control monument R-66 in Fort Lauderdale 
(Segment II) in recognition that this area is closest to the natural nearshore 
hardbottom where the highest number of juvenile green sea turtle sightings 
occurred in the summer of 2001.  Monitoring stations will also be established 
in Segment III to evaluate specific macroalgae species abundance on a semi-
annual basis (spring/summer and fall/winter) for a period of 4 years in 
compliance with the FDEP permit.  Broward County has agreed that if target 
algal coverage is not achieved after one year of 
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monitoring, transplantation of select algal species from the equilibrium toe of 
fill impact areas between R-52 and R-72 to the artificial reef test site will be 
performed to achieve the target abundance.  If transplantation of select algal 
species is required, the transplanted algae will be monitored semi-annually in 
conjunction with the macroalgae recruitment assessment during the 4 year 
post-construction period.  The Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission 
has accepted the County’s program, and withdrawn their objections to the 
project.  A detailed description of the macroalgae monitoring program has 
been included in the EIS appendices. 

 
6.4.2.2 Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission letter dated 
August 27, 2002. 

 
Comment:  The Commission provided specific macroalgae and sea turtle 
monitoring methods, timing, and data analysis recommendations that could 
be used when evaluating the effectiveness of the mitigative artificial reefs in 
providing replacement habitat. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.1. 

 
6.4.2.3 Broward Soil and Water Conservation District letter dated May 
20, 2002. 

 
Comment:  Sand dunes and vegetation need to be included in the project to: 
prevent or reduce erosion; retain sand in the beach dune system; provide 
storm surge protection; restore wildlife habitats; and reduce infrastructure 
maintenance costs associated with blowing sand from the beach. 

 
Response:  The Broward County project was authorized as a shore protection 
project and not a hurricane protection project which customarily includes dune 
features as part of the design.  Therefore, the proposed project does not 
include the incorporation of dune features into the federally authorized 
project.  Broward County is coordinating with the FDEP to include the 
requirement for development of a beach vegetation implementation program 
for the Segment III shorelines.  The County will coordinate with 
representatives from John U. Lloyd Beach State Park, Dania Beach, 
Hollywood, and Hallandale Beach to identify areas where beach vegetation is 
needed and installation is feasible. 
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6.4.2.4 South Florida Regional Planning Council letter dated May 21, 
2002 

 
Comment:  Sand movement and downdrift erosion should be monitored on a 
region wide basis to ensure the livelihood of wildlife habitats and the stability 
of renourished areas.  All actions should be consistent with the goals and 
policies of the Broward County comprehensive plan and the comprehensive 
plans of the local municipalities. 

 
Response:  Broward County has participated in a regional shoreline 
monitoring program for a number of years, and an extensive environmental 
monitoring program has been developed to evaluate project performance.  
The shore protection project as proposed is consistent with goals and policies 
of the Broward County and local government comprehensive land use plans.  
Furthermore, the Florida Department of Community Affairs has determined 
that the project is consistent with the Florida Coastal Management Program. 

 
Comment:  If the proposed actions are implemented, 1) impacts to the natural 
systems be minimized to the greatest extent feasible and 2) the permit 
grantor determine the extent of sensitive marine life and vegetative 
communities in the vicinity of the project and require protection and or 
mitigation of disturbed habitat.  These guidelines will assist in reducing the 
cumulative impacts to native plants and animals, wetlands and deep water 
habitat and fisheries that the goals and policies of the Strategic Regional 
Policy Plan for South Florida seek to protect. 

 
Response:  The authorized Federal project has been designed to avoid and 
minimize natural system impacts to the greatest extent possible.  During 
development of the EIS, a thorough mapping, characterization, and 
evaluation effort of the project site and adjacent areas was undertaken to 
ascertain the extent of sensitive coastal habitats.  The results of these studies 
have been incorporated into the EIS.  

 
6.4.2.5 Florida Department of Environmental Protection letter dated 
September 4, 2002 

 
Comment:  Based on the changes to the monitoring and mitigation plans, the 
FWC has agreed to withdraw its inconsistency determination.  The FWC will 
provide DEP with the working of a recommended sea turtle permit condition 
that reflects the consensus reached on the issues of concern.  The draft EIS 
should be modified to incorporate the changes in project plans resulting from 
the state permit negotiations.  Although the state has not objections to the 
project at this time, a federal consistency 
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determination under the Florida Coastal Management Program cannot be 
finalized until the permit process is complete.  Final agency action on the 
Joint Coastal Permit application will constitute the State of Florida final 
consistency decision. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.1. 

 
6.4.2.6 City of Deerfield Beach letter dated May 14, 2002 

 
Comment:  The City of Deerfield Beach requests that the USACE withhold 
further action on the project until a wave impact study can be completed on 
proposed Borrow Area 1. 

 
Response:  On September 17, 2002, Colonel James G. May of the USACE 
stated that his office would require incorporation of the City’s letter in the EIS 
document.  On September 17, 2002, Broward County provided the results of 
their review of the wave impact study performed on Borrow Area 1 and the 
adjacent shorelines.  In order to address concerns over increased rates of 
shoreline recession resulting from the use of Borrow Area 1, Broward County 
has agreed to implement a comprehensive shoreline response monitoring 
program within the City limits of Deerfield Beach. 

 
6.4.2.7 City of Deerfield Beach letter dated July 23, 2002 

 
Comment:  Requisite wave action study for Borrow Area 1 has not been 
completed. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.5. 

 
Comment:  The City of Deerfield Beach should be provided an opportunity to 
comment on the General Reevaluation Report (GRR) and the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement.  The City requested that copies of the 
documents are provided and they be allowed to comment; and that a public 
hearing be held in the Deerfield Beach or Hillsboro Beach area to solicit 
comments on the two documents. 

 
Response:  On September 17, 2002, Colonel James G. May of the USACE 
stated that according to USACE and Broward County records the City of 
Deerfield Beach received three electronic copies of the two documents.  
Colonel May indicated that he has asked Broward County to forward two 
additional copies of the documents to the USACE so they can be forwarded 
to the City.  Regarding the issue of an holding another public meeting, 
Colonel May indicated that an additional meeting was not 
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deemed necessary because adequate public notice was provided in local 
papers and through personal communication with City Commissioners in 
advance of the April 30, 2002 meeting. 

 
Comment:  Mitigation efforts and proposals developed prior to completion of 
the EIS may prejudice the EIS and NEPA process. 

 
Response:  The mitigation proposal developed by Broward County was 
prepared in response to Federal and state resource protection agency 
requests.  A component of the Federal project development and evaluation 
process is to identify measures which allow for the avoidance or minimization 
of impacts to sensitive marine habitats.  The Broward County Shore 
Protection Project has been modified to avoid sensitive marine habitats to the 
greatest extent practicable.  For those impacts that can’t be avoided, the 
Federal evaluation process mandates that a plan must be developed and 
analyzed to demonstrate the feasibility of mitigation efforts.  Federal and state 
review of the complete project proposal can only be conducted if the design, 
impacts, and mitigation are evaluated in their entirety.  The project design, 
mitigation, and monitoring described in the EIS have received approval from 
all Federal and state agencies.  At no point during development of the EIS, 
have the Federal agencies responsible for resource protection stated that the 
process has been compromised by the formulation of the mitigation, or other 
required project components. 

 
6.4.3  Interest Groups 

 
Many of the comments provided by the National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) and other Federal and state agencies and are consistent with the 
concerns expressed by interest groups and individuals.  In instances where a 
common concern has been expressed, the paragraph will refer back to the Corps 
responses to comments by an agency in Section 6.4.1. and Section 6.4.2.  
Concerns which are unique to the individual or interest group will be addressed 
below. 

 
6.4.3.1 William Davis letter dated May 4, 2002 

 
Comment:  Sand dunes should be created on the beaches from Hillsboro Inlet 
south to the geographical limit of the project. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.2. 
6.4.3.2 Lighthouse Point Saltwater Sportsman Association letter dated 
May 8, 2002 
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Comment:  The proposed project does not include a mechanism to address 
sand bypassing at Port Everglades. 

 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.3. 

  
Comment:  There is no vegetation component included in the project. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.2. 
 
Comment:  A dredge movement strategy is not included in the DEIS to 
minimize prolonged turbidity affects. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
6.4.3.3 ReefKeeper International letter dated May 16, 2002 

 
Comment:  The revised buffer zones range from 200 to more than 400 feet, 
however they remain inadequate to effectively ensure the protection of 
neighboring reefs. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
Comment:  The borrow areas should be redesigned to minimize the number 
of turns and corners required.  The areas should be easily marked squares 
and rectangles to minimize the potential for dredging to occur outside of the 
borrow areas. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
Comment:  Dredging activities for this project should be limited to daytime 
operations only.  The risks of the dredge straying off course and impacting 
hardbottom are too great to allow nighttime dredging to occur.  Reef 
protection zones should be required so that reefs and hardbottom habitats are 
further protected from non-dredging activities such as construction vessel 
movement, anchoring, and spudding. 
 
Response:  In an effort to construct the project in a reasonable and cost 
effective manner, dredge operations must be conducted around the clock.  
Limitation of dredging activity to daylight only hours would effectively double 
the amount of time required to construct the project and result in a 
tremendous increase in project cost.  The selected dredge contractor will be 
required by the project specifications to monitor the dredge position on a 
frequent basis and provide detailed records to the USACE and Broward 
County.  Furthermore, Broward County has developed a 
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series of dredge operation zones around the borrow and transfer station sites 
within which the contractor will be permitted to navigate.  Areas of significant 
marine resources are defined as exclusion zones and no anchoring, 
spudding, or deep draft vessel traffic will be allowed within these areas. 
 
Comment:  The applicant should be required to provide specific drawings and 
details of the pipeline placement, including an evaluation of the potential 
adverse impacts by the pipeline.  Quantification and quality evaluation of any 
hardbottom habitat that would be covered must be included.  If at all 
physically possible, damage must be avoided by routing the pipeline around 
corals – or by using sand from a different source. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.3. 
 
Comment:  The proposed area of nearshore hardbottom that will be covered 
by the renourishment project be minimized. 
 
Response:  The EIS describes the steps undertaken to avoid and minimize 
impacts to sensitive marine habitats to the greatest extent practicable.  Refer 
to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
Comment:  A complete EFH assessment and consultation with the National 
Marine Fisheries Service and South Atlantic Fishery Management Council 
should be conducted prior to permitting. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
Comment:  The area of beach between Monument R-52 and Monument R-69 
should be excluded from the project. 
 
Response:  The EIS and General Reevaluation Report provide the basis for 
the incorporation of the noted section in the Segment II portion of the 
authorized Federal project. 
 
Comment:  The DEIS currently lists sand bypassing at Port Everglades as a 
recommendation.  ReefKeeper International requests that it be a required 
component of the Final EIS and project permit. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.3. 
Comment:  The applicant should be required to develop a more adequate 
mitigation plan before any approval of the project is granted.  These mitigation 
plans should include a study of the feasibility of moving corals away from the 
shoreline, borrow areas and buffer zones. 
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Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
Comment:  As a permit requirement, the EIS should fully explore the 
cumulative impacts to nearshore hardbottom and other Essential Fish habitat 
of the proposed project and its planned future renourishments. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2. 
 
6.4.3.4 Cry of the Water letter dated May 17, 2002 

 
Comment:  Proper independent surveys should be done by the USACE, U. S. 
Fish & Wildlife Service, EPA, Florida Wildlife Conservation Commission, and 
the FDEP. 
 
Response:  The Federal and state agencies identified have conducted 
evaluations and site investigations of the proposed project areas and adjacent 
marine resources during their review of the project and EIS. 
 
Comment:  Work done in Segment III should have proper monitoring 
established to ensure that there are no impacts to surviving coral reefs. 
 
Response:  In a letter dated December 20, 2002, Broward County commits to 
expanding the environmental monitoring program to include additional coral 
health observations, additional monitoring station establishment, and 
sediment collection devices in the nearshore zone. 
 
Comment:  Adequate daily monitoring and proper buffer zones be established 
around the borrow sites and weekly monitoring be conducted on adjacent 
reefs. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
Comment:  Sand bypassing must be implemented at Port Everglades as part 
of the project. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.3.  In their letter dated December 20, 2002, 
Broward County states that they will provide monthly updates on the progress 
of the Port Everglades Sand Bypassing Project to the organization. 
 
Comment:  Dunes and vegetation must be established where fill is added to 
help sustain these beaches. 
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Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.2.2. 
 
6.4.3.5 Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility letter dated 
May 20, 2002 

 
Comment:  The EIS must specifically address the impact of federal action 
proposed on Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPC). 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
Comment:  Impacts to hardbottom from pipelines used to transfer sand from 
the pump-out stations to the fill sites should be addressed. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
Comment:  Cumulative impacts to nearshore hardbottom from past projects 
and the affects of the current project should be analyzed in the EIS. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
Comment:  Project related sedimentation and turbidity impacts should be 
evaluated. 
 
Response:  Refer to Section 6.4.1.1. 
 
Comment:  The material suitability of the mitigation (limestone boulders) 
should be evaluated based on the uniqueness of the effected ecosystem. 
 
Response:  The project has undergone extensive modifications to avoid and 
minimize impacts to hardbottom resources.  Mitigation is proposed for 
impacts to 10.1 acres of low relief, nearshore hardbottom that can not be 
avoided during project construction and equilibration.  Federal and state 
resource protection agency personnel have determined that the mitigative 
artificial reef proposal provides sufficient replacement habitat for the 
resources being impacted and they support the timing, design, materials, and 
location as proposed in the mitigation plan.  A copy of the mitigation plan is 
included in the EIS appendices. 
 
6.4.3.6 Save our Shoreline, Inc. memorandum dated May 20, 2002 

 
Comment:  Project construction should occur outside the sea turtle nesting 
season. 
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Response:  The timing of project construction has been reviewed and 
accepted by those Federal and state agencies that have regulatory authority 
for sea turtle protection.  Broward County is committed to protecting nesting 
sea turtles, their nests, and hatchlings.  A program will be implemented to 
identify nests within the project area and relocate only those that are in 
jeopardy of disturbance or loss by either natural forces or construction 
activities. 
 
Comment:  The project permit should include a condition that a sea turtle 
lighting program be adopted by all upland properties and fully implemented 
within one year of project completion. 
 
Response:  Five municipalities within Broward County have adopted sea 
turtle lighting ordinances; Deerfield Beach, Pompano Beach, Lauderdale-by-
the-Sea, Ft. Lauderdale and Hallandale.  Conditioning the Federal and state 
authorizations for the project on the actions of local municipalities is not 
feasible.  Broward County will continue to coordinate with the local 
municipalities to address sea turtle lighting issues in an effort to reduce or 
eliminate lighting impacts to nesting females and hatchlings. 
 
Comment:  Require the removal of all drainage (outfall) pipes before project 
construction. 
 
Response:  Removal of the drainage outfalls is not a component of the 
authorized Federal project.  Broward County does not have jurisdiction over 
these structures and has notified the individual owners that their outfalls may 
not be in compliance with local and/or state regulations.  Furthermore, the 
local municipalities and state agency responsible for compliance and 
enforcement activities related to outfalls discharging stormwater directly to the 
beach have been notified by Broward County that these structures are 
located within the project area. 
 
Comment:  A complete analysis of the total economic impact should be 
included in the EIS. 
 
Response:  The Policy White Paper on Socioeconomic Study of Reefs in 
Southeast Florida (Bell & Leeworthy, 2003) is complete and the findings of 
the study have been included in the FEIS.  Refer to Section 6.4.1.2.   
 
Comment:  Rezone beach areas as a condition of the project. 
 
Response:  Local land use issues such as rezoning are not within the 
jurisdiction of the USACE who is the designated lead agency on the 
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authorized Federal project, or the Federal or state regulators responsible for 
reviewing and permitting project construction. 

 

6.5 CIRCULATION OF FINAL EIS 
A Notice of Availability of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
will be published in the Federal Register and copies of the FEIS will be sent to 
those who received a copy of the DEIS and to those who submitted 
comments on the DEIS.  Digital copies will also be available on CD-ROM in 
an Adobe Acrobat format.  The FEIS will be published on the Broward County 
website at http://www.broward.org and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
website under “Broward County Shore Protection Project” at 
http://www.saj.usace.army.mil/pd/envdocs/. 
 
Publication of the FEIS in the Federal Register opens a 30-day comment 
period.  Comments should be submitted to Ms. Terri Jordan, CESAJ-PD-ER, 
Jacksonville District Corps of Engineers, 701 San Marco Blvd., Jacksonville, 
FL  32207-8175. 
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